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where the contention was admirably summarised by
Lord Moulton. As he said in the judgment: " A
catechism of the laws of England will read :

" Question: What is the increment of the site value
of land when the value of the site has not changed ?

" Answer:  It is the difference of opinion of two
sets of Government valuers as to the value of the
owner's total interest in the estate."
to which he added the comment: " Could the farce
of absurdity go further ? "

Mr Lumsden's appeal failed mainly owing to the
astonishing judgment of Lord Haldane, in which
all legal reasoning was apparently sacrificed to
political expediency. The injustice, however, was
so flagrant that the Government at once promised
remedial legislation; but the legislation has been
delayed ever since May 1913. A final touch of
public knavery was added by the fact that in these
circumstances, while the only excuse for not passing
a one-act Bill through Parliament was the so-called
political truce, the Commissioners had the effrontery
to sue persons in the same category as Mr Lumsden
for increment value duty.1 Here then we have the
invention of a popular cry meant to deceive the
populace, on the strength of which the Government
obtain as from 1908 a fresh lease of power. Their
object fails because it is palpably absurd, as all
experts at the time openly stated, and the Govern-
ment then invented a doctrine which was never
submitted to the people at all, in order to conceal

1 The procedure of the Commissioners has been characterised in
language quite as clear as my own by two of the law lords in the Foran
case in March 1916.